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The only place where I would dis-

agree with my good friend, the major-
ity leader, is I think it does make a dif-
ference which bill we turn to. Hope-
fully, the bill we turn to will not be a 
bill that came out of the committee on 
a party-line vote but, rather, a bill ne-
gotiated on a bipartisan basis by those 
who know the most about the subject: 
Senator DODD, Senator SHELBY, and 
the members of their committee. 

It is still my hope we will be able to 
go forward on a bipartisan basis, and I 
look forward to hearing from Chairman 
DODD and Ranking Member SHELBY 
about the progress they make. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota has the floor. 
The Senator from North Dakota is 

recognized. 
NOMINATION OF BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL J. 

WALSH 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I am 

tempted to ask the minority leader, 
while he is on the floor, whether he 
might help us proceed to overcome the 
objections of Senator VITTER and 
achieve the promotion that was offered 
6 months ago but since has been 
blocked for a distinguished soldier. I 
guess I will withhold on that and wait 
for another moment. 

But let me indicate quickly—and I 
will be happy to respond to a question 
then—the Outfall Canals/Pump to the 
river, which my colleague is so signifi-
cantly criticizing the Corps of Engi-
neers for—let me read specifically: 

The Corps will conduct a supplementary 
risk reduction analysis as part of the de-
tailed engineering feasibility study, includ-
ing the NEPA compliance documentation, 
for options 2 and 2a, if Congress appropriates 
funds for the study. 

Congress has actually voted on these 
funds through the Appropriations Com-
mittee and said: No, we would not do 
that. 

So my colleague knows that holding 
up the promotion of a soldier is not 
going to achieve his ends. The Appro-
priations Committee has already voted. 

I am happy to yield to the Senator 
from Virginia for a question. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate that. I have a question. I appre-
ciate the comments of the Senator 
from North Dakota, and I agree with 
his comments. I have to say—and I 
know some of my colleagues were here 
earlier. 

Before I came to this body, I spent a 
career as a CEO of a business and a 
CEO of a State. While I have great re-
spect for this body and the rules and 
traditions of this body, something 
seems a little strange when 15 months 
into a new administration, this Presi-
dent can’t get his nominees up for a 
straight up-or-down vote—put the 
management team in place. If there is 
a challenge or a problem with the 
qualifications of the gentleman the 
President proposes to be the head of 
the Corps of Engineers, we ought to de-
bate that and vote him down, but he 
should not be held in this kind of gray 

secret hold or this area of abeyance. A 
number of my colleagues have spoken 
about this already. All of the freshman 
and sophomore Democratic Members— 
and I am sure we would welcome our 
Republican colleagues to do the same— 
are saying this process of putting peo-
ple on hold, particularly seeking holds 
that have no relationship to their 
qualifications for the job, is wrong. 

I don’t know how to answer this 
when people around Virginia ask me: 
Why can’t you get stuff done, and why 
can’t these things be moved forward? 

So a number of us—we may be new to 
the body, but just because of the very 
action that is being debated right 
now—are going to continue to press 
this issue. I commend the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Again, is the Senator from North Da-
kota aware of any substantive reasons 
this man who served our country for so 
long in our military should not be con-
firmed as the head of the Army Corps 
of Engineers? 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I would 
say to the Senator from Virginia, there 
are no reasons with respect to this per-
son’s military service. I have not heard 
any reasons from the Senator from 
Louisiana. He is not holding up his pro-
motion because he thinks the man is 
unfit or didn’t earn the promotion; he 
is holding up the promotion because he 
says he is demanding other things from 
the Corps of Engineers. 

Despite my irritation, let me say I 
don’t dislike my colleague from Lou-
isiana. I intensely dislike what he is 
doing, and I expect most informed sol-
diers in this country should dislike 
what he is doing because I believe it 
puts a soldier in the position of being a 
pawn as between the demands of a U.S. 
Senator and some agency. 

I will go through at some point—the 
Senator, I know, is leaving this after-
noon, and that is why I, as a matter of 
courtesy, told him when I would come 
to the floor. But at some point later 
when others aren’t waiting, I will go 
through and describe the issues, re-
sponses to the issues, because the rest 
of the story is much more compelling 
than the half story given to us by the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

The Ouachita River levees, the au-
thorization for that Ouachita River 
and tributaries projects specifies that 
levee work is a nonfederal responsi-
bility. Congress has not enacted a gen-
eral provisional law that would sup-
plant this nonfederal responsibility and 
allow the corps to correct levee dam-
ages not associated with flood events. 

As much as a person—as someone 
here—doesn’t like that answer, that is 
the answer. Again, my colleague is say-
ing—if you strip away all the bark, my 
colleague is saying: I demand we spend 
more money on something that will 
give us less flood control. Well, look, 
the Senate Appropriations Committee 
has been confronted with that, and the 
Senate Appropriations Committee said: 
No way, we are not going to do it. 

One final point, and then I will come 
back at some later point and the Sen-

ator from Louisiana will respond and I 
will respond to him and, hopefully, 
someday he will decide there are other 
ways for him to achieve the means to 
an end rather than use the promotion 
of this dedicated soldier as a pawn in 
this effort he is making. 

This Congress has appropriated $14 
billion to help the people of New Orle-
ans and Louisiana. How do I know 
that? Because I chair the appropria-
tions subcommittee that funds these 
things. I chair that subcommittee. I 
have been willing and anxious to help 
the people of Louisiana and New Orle-
ans. I have been willing to do that be-
cause I saw what they were hit with: an 
unbelievable tragedy. I saw it. But I 
think it is pretty Byzantine to come to 
the floor and hear the relentless criti-
cism of the Corps of Engineers that has 
stood with the people of Louisiana and 
New Orleans, and even today is helping 
rebuild with that $14 billion. I think 
there is a time when you wear out the 
welcome of certainly this Senator and 
others who have been so quick and so 
anxious to help, and you wear out the 
welcome of agencies such as the Corps 
of Engineers when you suggest some-
how that they are a bunch of slothful 
bureaucrats who can’t do anything 
right. 

I have seen people wear out their wel-
come, and I tell my colleagues this: 
This exercise in using this soldier as a 
pawn in this little game, trying to mis-
read the law and the authorities of the 
Corps of Engineers to demand that 
they do what they can’t do in order to 
satisfy one Senator, it is the wrong 
way to do business in this Senate. 

I have not convinced my colleague to 
release his hold and allow, after 6 
months, this soldier’s career to move 
forward. I know this is just one. There 
are 100 of them on the calendar. This is 
one, but it is one that is unusual. It is 
one that is unusual because one sol-
dier’s career that has been rec-
ommended for promotion by Repub-
licans and Democrats alike is being 
held up by only one person. I have not 
heard one other person come to this 
Chamber and say: I think it is a good 
idea to use a soldier’s promotion as a 
pawn to try to get what I want. There 
is not one other person who has done 
that, and I don’t think there is another 
Senator who would do it. If there is, 
let’s hear from them. 

I will come back later. I know my 
colleague wishes to speak. Had he 
wanted me to yield, I certainly would 
have yielded, even though he would not 
yield to me. There are certain things 
we shouldn’t do around here. Again, I 
don’t dislike him, but I certainly dis-
like what he is doing because I think it 
is so fundamentally wrong and under-
mines the kinds of circumstances in 
which we have always evaluated the 
merit of promotions for soldiers who 
have served this country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:42 Jul 08, 2010 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\S22AP0.REC S22AP0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
D

5P
82

C
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E


